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Questions about this report and project may be directed to: 
Shantanu Pai | (e) spai@illinois.edu (o) 630.586.9168 |   
Introduction 
The Illinois Climate Action Plan’s (iCAP) roadmap to a 
sustainable campus environment identifies goals, 
objectives, and potential strategies to meet the 45% 
diversion target for the University of Illinois Campus by 
2020. The Illinois Sustainable Technology Center (ISTC) 
has collaborated with campus Waste Transfer Station 
(WTS) staff to increase diversion rates across campus, as 
well as improve the efficiency of current waste 
management operations. Key components of this 
collaboration have included development of a streamlined 
materials tracking system, as well as analysis of material 
flows through and from campus buildings to the WTS, for 
identify opportunities for process improvement. 
In 2018, ISTC worked with Facilities and Services staff to 
digitize collection truck weight tickets and create a new 
online tracking portal. The portal, rolled out in December 
2018, allows Waste Transfer Station staff to measure, 
analyze, and report on the material moving through the 
system. This level of detail can allow targeted modifications 
to hauling routes, pickup frequency, and collection 
container deployment to improve capture of specific waste 
streams, as well as provide data to inform potential 
outreach efforts and policy changes.  
In 2019, ISTC and WTS staff began an analysis of 
collection practices within buildings with the explicit intent 
to increase the capture of source separated recyclables. 
As part of this project ISTC shadowed building service staff 
to identify current practices and opportunities for 
improvement.  
This report presents findings from project tasks conducted 
from January to February 2019 and includes: 
 Collection process for waste and recycling 
material 
 Collection infrastructure for waste and recycling 
material  
 Recommended steps to improve recycling rates 
through collection improvements 
 
  
About the Illinois Sustainable 
Technology Centers Technical 
Assistance Program 
The Illinois Sustainable Technology 
Center’s (ISTC) Mission is to encourage 
and assist citizens, businesses and 
government agencies to prevent 
pollution, conserve natural resources, 
and reduce waste to protect human 
health and the environment in Illinois and 
beyond. ISTC’s applied research lab and 
technical assistance team work together 
to advance best practices in pollution 
prevention, water conservation, energy 
efficiency, renewable energy and waste 
reduction. 
ISTC’s Technical Assistance Program 
(TAP) works with organizations in Illinois 
to reduce consumption of energy and 
natural resources and to minimize waste. 
TAP performs research, spreads 
awareness, and facilitates 
implementation regarding practices, 
technology and systems that improve 
sustainability.  
The Zero waste unit of TAP facilitates 
lasting change by employing innovative 
technologies and processes, pilot 
studies, and proven techniques that aid 
in adoptability, thereby increasing the 
likelihood of a permanent reduction in 
waste generation and costs. We conduct 
waste audits and assist with materials 
management planning, supply chain 
optimization, and stakeholder 
engagement. We share best practices, 
policies and programs, obtained from 
years of interaction with multiple 






In buildings serviced by Facilities and Services, the handling of waste and recyclables follow the process 
outlined in figure 1. Figure 2 outlines the process for buildings serviced by University Housing. Detailed 
observations and process highlights are described further in this section. 
Figure 1 Waste and recycling handling process in typical academic building 
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Collection Processes   
The overall collection process for buildings observed during walkthroughs with Facilities and Services 
and University Housing crews (Building Service Workers, or BSWs) is outlined in figure 1 and 2. 
However, minor deviations from or, modifications of, this process may occur from one building to 
another, or among different areas within the same building, due to differences in building layout 
and/or distinct functions of spaces (e.g. classrooms, offices, student residential rooms, or common 
areas).  
Offices 
Most occupied individual offices had a landfill container and a recycling 
container (typically used for paper collection, though not labeled 
exclusively for paper). Cubicles and open offices with multiple desks had 
no discernable pattern within or across building. Some cubicles had both 
landfill and recycling containers under each station; others only a landfill 
container. Open offices tended to have only landfill containers and a single 
larger bin for paper recycling within the office. Although all BSW were 
aware that the blue “desk side” recycle bins were to be serviced by the 
individual work space occupants, some reported that they would empty it 
regularly with the consent of the occupant. Some offices were observed to 
have an excess of individual desk side landfill bins, with no or limited blue recycling bins; this most 
often occurred in graduate student offices. Large wheeled containers for paper collection are 
available to individuals upon request for clearing out offices, but BSW and building occupants’ 
suggested that their availability and the request process should be 
promoted.  
Classrooms 
Classrooms across the buildings surveyed were serviced only with landfill 
containers; i.e. classrooms did not have collection bins for paper or bottles 
and cans. For lecture halls and large auditoriums, where multiple classes 
are held daily, landfill containers need to be serviced at least twice a day. 
BSW staff were hesitant to remove the landfill container from classrooms 
due to the risk of having garbage left behind and potential beverage 
container spills during class changes. Although some buildings have an 
established no food or beverage policy in the classroom, these policies do 
not appear to be enforced uniformly, and may not be effectively 
communicated to students. In some classrooms, adding recycling bins would be challenging due to 
space limitations. Adding recycling bins to any classroom would increase to the time required for the 
BSW staff to perform routine daily maintenance tasks for those spaces.  
 
Laboratories  
Lab spaces surveyed were serviced with landfill containers. There was no 
consistency in the number of bins per lab. An individual room typically had 
multiple small desk side landfill containers, adding considerable time to the 
BSW staff maintenance routine. As no food or beverages are permitted in lab 
spaces, most labs had landfill containers near the entrance to discard non-lab 
waste. Labs that generate brown glass bottle waste from chemicals collect 
those separately, but BSWs deposit them in the general landfill containers as 
the WTS does not currently separate glass for sale. For older buildings with 
Figure 4 Classroom landfill 
container 
Figure 5 Laboratories landfill 
container 




labs, narrow hallways were lined with paper, and bottle and can recycling containers.  
Hallways  
Hallways and common area serve as the centralized 
collection point for recycling in the current solid waste 
process. However ISTC found inconsistencies across 
all buildings with regard to bin placement, signage, 
and number of bins. Hallways either lacked 
containers completely or had standalone bins spread 
throughout rather than placing landfill and recycling 
bins side by side. Hallways adjacent to heavily used 
classrooms did have bottle and can containers, and 
most hallways and common areas adjacent to office 
spaces had paper collection containers. BSW staff 
mentioned that building managers and occupants are 
reluctant to add bins in the hallway due to aesthetic 
and safety concerns.  
Signage for hallway containers were inconsistent 
and sometimes missing or peeling off. As campus 
signage has evolved, bins within the same building 
sometimes have different generations of signage. 
Most bin liners covered all or portions of the signage 
on containers making it challenging or impossible to 
read. All landfill containers lacked signage.  
In the sample of buildings where walkthroughs were 
performed, multi-bin stations, where landfill, paper, 
and bottle and cans containers are placed next to 
each other were only found in David Kinley Hall.  
 
Residential  
Residential dorms experience consistent bin signage and placement due to the nature of their 
operations. All student rooms are provided with a recycle and landfill bin. Students are responsible for 
their individual liners and disposal to the trash and recycling rooms located on each floor. See figure 2 
for a summary of the material flow process in residence halls. 
Centralized collection  
All materials collected by BSW staff within any building are placed in appropriate dumpsters located 
closest to their building. Dumpster size and frequency have been determined over time by the WTS 
and feedback from BSW. Typical buildings have a landfill dumpster and a paper dumpster. BSW are 
advised to empty blue bags of bottles and cans into the landfill container to be sorted later at the 
WTS. All buildings surveyed seemed to have adequate collection capacity for landfill material. 
However, buildings have varying access to paper and cardboard dumpsters. Buildings with limited 
outdoor space are serviced with blue wheeled containers for their source separated paper. BSW 
indicated that when paper dumpsters or blue wheeled containers are at capacity, recyclables are 
placed in the landfill container until WTS staff empty the external recyclables containers.   
Collection Infrastructure  
The Waste Transfer Station has a standard set of bins that are utilized to collect material within 
buildings. Table 1 provides a visual for each material stream, its current estimated deployment, and 
remaining inventory. Current deployment and inventory numbers were provided by Facilities and 
Figure 6: Hallway recycling/landfill container 
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Services through a bin count conducted in 2018. Details on collection infrastructure and observed 
variations from these bins are described in further sections.  


































































Table 1: Collection infrastructure  
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Although ISTC found landfill and recycling containers in all the buildings surveyed, BSW staff 
indicated that several buildings on campus had no recycling containers in the common areas or 
hallways. ISTC used a 2015 bin count conducted by BSW staff for recycling containers to evaluate 
deployment of these standard indoor collection bins across campus. The bin count conducted by 
BSWs collected recycling bin data for 207 buildings serviced; they 
do not, however, have a count for landfill containers.  
 
Buildings with no recycling 
Through the bin count ISTC identified 169 buildings (81% of total 
buildings) that had some recycling containers in the hallway or 
common area recycling containers. As individual occupants are 
expected to take their desk side recyclables to common area 
containers, it would appear that 39 buildings across campus do not 
have access to any recycling.  
 
Buildings with complete recycling  
Of the 169 buildings that do have recycling, 127 buildings (61% 
of total buildings) have both paper and bottles and can recycling 
in the building. The bin count did not look into whether the bins in 
each of these buildings were adequate, and thus ISTC is unable 
to ascertain if these buildings have sufficient bins, or have bins 
placed in the right places or optimal material capture; however, 
we can conclude that these buildings at least provide occupants 
with the opportunity to recycle all streams currently recovered at 
the transfer station.  
Buildings with paper recycling  
Of the 169 buildings that do have recycling, 145 buildings (71%) 
have paper recycling containers. These could either be the beige 
23 gal or the large white brute containers.  
 
Buildings with bottle and can recycling  
Of the 169 buildings that do have recycling, 151 buildings (73%) 
have bottle and can recycling containers.  
Through this bin count it is apparent that bin rollout in buildings has 
not been uniform.  
 
Buildings with unique bottle and can recycling containers 
Buildings recently constructed, renovated or remodeled often had 
distinct collection systems. Although there was no consistency 
among these buildings, they were mostly all multi-station bins, 
where landfill, paper, and bottles and can 
bins were collocated. However, these 
bins do not have adequate signage. In 
the case of Temple Buell Hall, the unique 
bins are coalesced together in a single 





















































Bottle & can recycling
No
Yes
Figure 7 Buildings with no recycling 
containers 
Figure 8 Buildings will complete recycling 
containers 
Figure 9 Buildings with paper recycling 





After reviewing previous plans, current policies and practices, and conducting building walkthroughs, 
shadowing BSW staff across all three shifts, ISTC has identified opportunities to improve the 
collection process in order to meet the 40% diversion target outlined in iCAP 2015. This report only 
identifies detailed recommendations to improve the diversion rate through the material collection 
process; previous reports have identified recommendations for improvement of the complete solid 
waste management system at the University of Illinois (e.g. through waste reduction efforts, policy 
change, etc.).  
R1- Update building waste and recycling space allocation standards for 
buildings serviced by UI Facilities and Services. 
Department or responsible partner: U of I Facility Standards 
Creating such standards will ensure that recycling considerations are taken into during construction or 
renovation. The standard should at minimum include the following considerations: 
• Provide dock space of a landfill and recycling dumpster of equal size. 
• Ensure hallways are wide, or provided with wall insets to house collocated stations.  
R2- Use clear bags for all landfill bins. 
Department or responsible partner(s): U of I F&S Operations Maintenance and Alterations   
Clear liners allow for the materials inside the bag to be viewed at all stages of the material 
management process. This would be helpful for BSWs in assessing recycling participation and 
identifying locations that need additional signage or occupant training. As some bags end up on the 
sorting line in the waste transfer station, having clear bags will allow sorting staff to only open bags 
with high contamination or fugitive hazards which need to be prevented from entering the waste 
stream.  
R3- Create a container placement guide for BSW staff to use.  
Department or responsible partner(s): ZW Coordinator (proposed), U of I F&S Operations 
Maintenance and Alterations   
Container location affects issues such as frequency of use, fire safety, campus aesthetics, 
contamination, and labor time needed to service them. Although containers within each individual 
building should be placed at the discretion of the building manager and BSW, the following general 
guidelines should be considered: 
 
• Collocate containers: Pair recycling containers with landfill containers. To encourage recycling, 
remove certain trash receptacles that cannot be collocated to ensure parity with recycling. 
People tend to discard whatever they have in the first receptacle they see. A distance as small 
as five feet between a landfill container and a recycling bin will guarantee that some 
recyclables end up in the landfill, and contamination in recycling.  
• Convenience: Containers should also be placed where landfill and recyclable materials are 
generated. Paper recycling containers should be put placed near copy machines, printers, 
computer labs, and staff mailboxes. Collocated stations (landfill, paper, and bottles and can 
containers adjacent to each other) should be placed in areas with high concentrations of work 
stations, in hallways lined with staff and faculty offices, near vending machines, and/or beside 
concession stands in order to provide adequate convenient opportunities for proper disposal 
without cluttering spaces with a surplus of bins where such areas may overlap.  
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• Supply: Occupancy and type of function should determine the number of collocated containers 
required in each area. Having at least one collocated container near hallways with classes 
would be a starting point; additional collocated containers should be added depending on 
need. For office staff one collocated container per 15-20 staff members may suffice, however 
as stated before, individual areas might require additional containers. Determining the proper 
number of bins for a given will take some trial and error. 
• Regular review of bin supply and placement. Buildings are dynamic systems. The functions of 
spaces, number of building visitors, and the types of groups visiting a building may shift over 
time. While minor adjustments to collection infrastructure within a building may occur 
continuously, overall container placement and supply plans within a building should be 
reviewed on a regular basis (e.g. at least once a semester, annually, or once every 2 years) by 
the building manager with input from BSWs and adjusted as needed. Without a standard for 
regular review, there is a chance that review may be repeatedly put off and ultimately never 
occur. 
• Safety: Containers should be placed in hallways while ensuring adequate access for 
individuals to walk, as well as use wheelchairs without difficulty. Placement should not impede 
evacuation of occupants in case of emergency (e.g. carefully consider bin placement in or near 
stairwells, taking local fire codes into account). 
• Aesthetics: Locations should meet the aesthetic standards of the building occupants and 
function; however containers need to be visible. Containers are ineffective if not seen. In 
buildings or locations where aesthetic concerns are high, the BSW and building manager 
should consult with WTS to identify ideal locations and/or appropriate alternative containers.  
R4- Update collection containers.   
Department or responsible partner(s): F&S 
Operations Maintenance and Alterations   
The current standard containers in circulation across 
campus are in need of replacement. Updating the 
containers will standardize the sizes of liners purchased, 
decrease the footprint of containers, and thus enable 
them to be collocated. It will also allow for greater 
infrastructure consistency, which may improve recycling 
participation and decrease contamination. ISTC 
recommends using 23 gal containers for all streams of 
collection, i.e. the same size container for landfill, paper 
and bottle and can containers. Recycling containers should be blue and landfill containers should be 
grey. The paper and bottle and can containers should have distinct lids. That requirement should be 
formalized across campus; thus if individual buildings prefer to use containers other than those 
provided by Facilities and Services for aesthetic reasons, they could do so as long as they align with 
size, color, and distinctive lid requirements.  
An example of a three container setup from University of Illinois – Chicago is shown in Figure 11. This 
is but one option that meets the guidelines outlined above; ISTC recommends researching other 
types of bins and reviewing various options with the campus community.  
ISTC appreciates that replacing all bins currently in circulation would be a large undertaking. 
According to the bin count there are currently 424 paper containers and 212 bottle and can 
containers. For the sake of the following calculation, ISTC assumed that there are an equal number of 
landfill containers. Thus, roughly 600 containers would need to be purchased to replace existing 
Figure 11 University of Illinois - Chicago collocated stations 
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recycling containers and 600 containers for landfill. At a cost of $102/bin+lid through iBuy1 for the 
Rubbermaid containers used at University of Illinois- Chicago, the estimated cost of replacement 
would be $122,280. To make this transition manageable, ISTC proposes the following approach:  
 
• Create a bin permanent replacement line item budget of $25,000/year or 80 collocated stations 
(240 bins in total) within the WTS operations. For year 1 this will be used to add containers in 
buildings that currently have no recycling, assuming two collocated stations within each of the 
39 buildings.   
• Starting in year 2, the new containers will be placed first in buildings that request containers for 
replacement or addition. It is already the case that buildings may request additional bins from 
Facilities and Services; in year 2 of this proposed approach, answers to such requests consist 
of “new” bins rather than any unused bins in inventory which correspond to the standard bins 
available in 2019.  
• Beginning in year 3, the new bins will be used to replace standard bins in high trafficked areas.  
Sending the older landfill and recycling containers into the campus surplus property stream would be 
ill advised, as it might result in reintroduction of the older bins into the campus waste management 
infrastructure by individuals seeking additional bins for their office or building who are unaware of the 
proper request procedures or of the bin replacement process. While some of the plastic recycling bins 
may have resin code symbols and perhaps be recycled, many will be outside the types of plastics 
currently collected by campus to sell as a commodity (i.e. not plastics #1 or #2; for example, desk 
side small blue bins are #4, so it is likely that the taller communal bins being replaced are also #4). 
And some of the bins may not have resin codes at all. In any event, campus should seek the highest 
and best use for the retired bins, with reuse options identified wherever possible. Facilities and 
Services might reach out directly to other campus units involved with agricultural process and 
experiments, biological laboratories, etc. to see if their operations could make use of the old bins, with 
priority for reuse applications given to plastic bins not coded for recycling. Retired metal landfill bins 
might be repurposed by Facilities and Services for other applications or sold as scrap metal. It is 
recommended that any funds earned by recycling retired bins be put toward the purchase or 
maintenance of new bins.  
R5- Collect bottles and can bags in the paper dumpster.  
Department or responsible partner(s): U of I F&S Operations Maintenance and Alterations   
 BSW should place tied bags of source separated bottles and cans in the paper dumpster. Separating 
the landfill from the recycling stream will start to reinforce that source separation is critical. Due to 
space limitations, buildings without paper dumpsters would have to be provided with additional blue 
wheeled recycling containers. In general, this recommendation would increase the frequency of paper 
dumpster pick up for most buildings.  
R6- Update signage for all bins.  
Department or responsible partner(s): ZW Coordinator 
(proposed), iSEE, F&S Sustainability, F&S Operations 
Maintenance and Alterations   
Signage and labels on recycling bins help educate the campus community 
about what is and is not acceptable to recycle. Signage should be simple, 
visual, and contain pictures of the most common materials. Signage 
should also be paired with label stickers for the lids of each container. 
Signage should be placed above the container on a wall, or permanent location, this will ensure that if 
                                                 
1 Punch Out: Office Depot Manufacturer code: RCP356973BE Accessed: 2/8/19 
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containers are moved they will be returned back to the same location over time. An example of a recycling sign 
from Northwestern is shown here.    
R7- Update training for BSW staff on recycling and bin placement.  
Department or responsible partner(s): ZW Coordinator (proposed), F&S Operations 
Maintenance and Alterations 
A training module that includes the entire waste and recycling management process, and how the 
BSWs fit in the system, should be incorporated into their onboarding process. Training should focus 
on how to identify locations for bins, what is recyclable, and how to provide WTS feedback. Training 
materials (e.g. video, documents/guidelines, etc.) should be made available on the Facilities and 
Services web site to facilitate easy access to the most up-to-date versions. If it is deemed undesirable 
to make these publicly accessible, then they should be made available in a Box folder with contact 
information so BSWs can contact someone to easily gain access to that folder as needed. 
R8- Plan and execute a year-long recycling campaign.  
Department or responsible partner(s): ZW Coordinator (proposed), iSEE, F&S Sustainability 
Once the changes addressed above have been made, engagement with the campus community 
should be prioritized. The recycling campaign should at the minimum address the following: 
• Focus on “how to” recycle and “who to” contact. All engagement materials should inform 
stakeholders about how they can reduce, reuse, and recycle on campus, and who they can 
reach out to for more information or clarification.  
• Demystify the process. A series of engagement materials should completely and accurately 
illustrate all aspects of campus material management and flow throughout the system, with 
clarification of the activities and responsibilities of BSWs, individual building occupants, and 
WTS activities. Information should be shared via the campus-wide digital signage system to 
help ensure that building occupants and a variety of stakeholders view the information.  
• Consider working with other campus officials to incorporate material management education 




WALKTHROUGH BUILDING LIST 
ISTC conducted walk through in the following buildings: 
Building Name # Type of Building 
Henry Admin 46 Administrative 
MSEB 34 Academic 
Grainger 324 Academic 
Burrill 138 Academic 
ChemLife 70 Academic 
RAL 116 Academic 
Bevier 158 Academic 
DKH 54 Academic 
Alumni 94 Administrative 
Temple Buell 339 Academic 
Beckman 228 Academic 
Arcade 71 Administrative 
BIF 1206 Academic 
IGB 1080 Academic 
Veterinary 292 Academic 
Student Services 188 Administrative 
English 44 Academic 
Foellinger 7 Special Use 
Foreign language 172 Academic 
Noyes 12 Academic 
Natural history 32 Academic 
Altgeld 26 Academic 
Harker 25 Academic 
Chemical annex 10 Academic 
Gregory 43 Academic 
Lincoln hall 27 Academic 
Beckman 228 Academic 
Lincoln Avenue Residence Hall 141 Residential Living  





BUILDING RECYCLING CONTAINER COUNT 
Building  Bottle & Can Paper Total 
1010 Nevada 2 11 13 
1108 Stoughton 0 1 1 
111 Green 4 3 7 
1201 W. Nevada 1 5 6 
1203 Nevada 0 4 4 
1203/1203.5 Nevada 2 0 2 
1204 Nevada 1 1 2 
1205 Oregon 3 4 7 
1205 W. Nevada 0 1 1 
1206 Nevada 0 3 3 
1207 Oregon 1 8 9 
1208 Nevada 1 1 2 
1208 Springfield 0 2 2 
1210 Nevada 1 2 3 
1210 Springield 0 4 4 
205 Goodwin 0 1 1 
408 Goodwin 1 2 3 
505 E. Green 1 8 9 
507 E. Green 1 8 9 
508 S 6th 2 2 4 
528 E. Green 0 1 1 
608 S. Matthews 1 1 2 
616 E. Green suite 201 1 0 1 
616 E. Green suite 210 0 0 0 
616 E. Green suite 213 1 1 2 
703 S. Wright 0 2 2 
704 S. Sixth 1 2 3 
708 S. Matthews 0 0 0 
805 Pennsylvania 3 4 7 
901 W. Oregon 1 2 3 
909 S. Sixth 0 1 1 
909 W. Oregon 0 4 4 
912 W. Illinois 1 1 2 
Abbott Power Plant 1 3 4 
ACES 5 12 17 
Advance Comp 1 2 3 
Ag Bio 1 7 8 
Ag. Eng Sciences 6 20 26 
Ag. Services 0 1 1 
AITS 2 12 14 
Alice Campbell Alumni Center 7 9 16 
Altgeld Hall 4 8 12 
Alumni 7 8 15 
Animal Sciences 15 34 49 
Arcade 1 3 4 
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Building  Bottle & Can Paper Total 
Architecture 10 17 27 
Armory 10 32 42 
Art & Design 0 10 10 
Art East Annex 2 12 14 
Astronomy 3 5 8 
Atomospheric Science 3 11 14 
Beckman 20 18 38 
Bee Research Lab 0 0 0 
Bevier 12 40 52 
BIF 6 11 17 
Burnsides 2 3 5 
Burrill Hall 14 40 54 
CAB 5 20 25 
Campbell Hall 3 20 23 
Carpool & Garage 3 3 6 
CE 9 19 28 
Ceramics Kiln 5 11 16 
Chem. Life Sciences 25 41 66 
Child Dev 2 3 5 
Chiller Plant 0 1 1 
Clinical Teaching 1 1 2 
Coble Hall 0 4 4 
Col. Wolfe 2 7 9 
Conference Center 0 0 0 
CRC 2 8 10 
CSL (4, 3 and 2) 5 26 31 
CSL (first and basement) 3 10 13 
Dalkey 0 5 5 
Davenport Hall 7 12 19 
DCL 18 36 54 
DKH 6 13 19 
Doris Kelly 3 3 6 
Durst (1112 W. University 0 2 2 
Dynamic Testing Lab 0 0 0 
EBI 0 0 0 
ECDL 1 4 5 
ECEB  0 0 
ECEB  0 0 0 
Education 12 32 44 
EH & S 1 4 5 
Engineering Hall 9 24 33 
English 13 42 55 
Enterprise Works 1 4 5 
Entomology 0 0 0 
ERML 12 40 52 
ESB 8 22 30 
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Building  Bottle & Can Paper Total 
ESPL 0 1 1 
Everitt 4 21 25 
Fire Station 1 1 2 
Flagg Hall 0 0 0 
FLB 11 23 34 
Foellinger 2 0 2 
Forbes Natural History 3 16 19 
Freer Hall 1 9 10 
Gelogical Survey 0 1 1 
Grainger 21 13 34 
Greg Hall 9 17 26 
HAB 3 32 35 
Harker 3 4 7 
Hortfield 1 1 2 
Huff Hall 9 25 34 
Hydro 1 3 4 
IGB 14 55 69 
IGPA 1 9 10 
Illini Hall 5 14 19 
Illinois Sustainable Tech 6 14 20 
Insect Bio 0 1 1 
International Studies 2 20 22 
IUB 4 14 18 
Japan House 0 0 0 
Kenny Gym 2 1 3 
Kenny Gym Annex 3 0 3 
Krannert Art Museum 2 6 8 
Labor  4 4 8 
LAC 0 0 0 
Large Animal Clinic 4 3 7 
Law Building 15 49 64 
Library 2 15 17 
Library Remote 0 1 1 
Lincoln Hall 11 28 39 
LIS 3 15 18 
Loomis 11 25 36 
Main Library 20 41 61 
Meat Science 2 3 5 
MEB 10 18 28 
Medical Sciences 6 20 26 
MEL  10 10 20 
Morrill Hall 9 18 27 
Motorcycle Training Office 0 1 1 
MRL 6 16 22 
MSEB 3 11 14 
Mumford 6 40 46 
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Building  Bottle & Can Paper Total 
National Soybean 10 26 36 
Natural Resources 7 28 35 
NCSA 0 0 0 
New Music 8 33 41 
Noble 5 4 9 
Noyes 8 24 32 
NRL 0 3 3 
NSRA 0 6 6 
Nuclear Engineering 0 2 2 
Nuclear Physics 1 7 8 
OAR 1 7 8 
Observatory 3 3 6 
Optical physics 2 1 3 
Pest Mgt 0 1 1 
Petascale 3 1 4 
Pig Lab 0 0 0 
Plant Sciences 4 22 26 
Pole Barn # 3 0 1 1 
PPSB  7 44 51 
Printing Services 2 24 26 
PTI 3 6 9 
Public Safety 3 4 7 
Pyschology 0 7 7 
Rehab 5 10 15 
Richmond studios 0 1 1 
Robert Evers 0 2 2 
Roger Adams Lab 24 36 60 
SAC 0 3 3 
Schnabel 0 0 0 
SHR 2 2 4 
Siebel 24 89 113 
Simulator 2 2 4 
Small Animal Clinic 14 23 37 
Small Homes 0 2 2 
Smith 0 3 3 
Speech 3 5 8 
Spurlock 0 3 3 
Stock Pavillon 0 8 8 
Student Svcs 1 5 6 
Studio 1 0 0 0 
Studio 2 0 0 0 
Studio 3 0 0 0 
Studio 4 0 0 0 
Studio 5 0 1 1 
Studio 6 0 1 1 
Studio 7 0 1 1 
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Building  Bottle & Can Paper Total 
Super C 3 7 10 
Survey 2 3 5 
Swanlund 1 9 10 
Taft House 1 5 6 
Talbot 5 14 19 
Temple Buell 19 17 36 
Transfer Station 1 1 2 
Transportation 6 12 18 
Turner Hall 6 37 43 
Undergrad 8 28 36 
Uni High 9 9 18 
Uni High Gym 1 0 1 
Uni-Press 1 21 22 
Vivarium 1 3 4 
VMBS 12 16 28 
Water Survey Building # 1 2 3 5 
Water Survey Building # 11 5 8 13 
Water Survey Building # 2 2 2 4 
Water Survey Building # 3 1 0 1 
Water Survey Building # 4 1 1 2 
Water Survey Building # 5 1 1 2 
Water Survey Building # 6 1 2 3 
Water Survey Building # 9 1 1 2 
Wohlers 8 18 26 
Total 788 2113 2901 
 
 
